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system lies in human beings. Human needs indicate and explain human deeds; likewise, needaltering of states
can be used to interpret foreign policies of states. Approaching from a microscopic analysis of foreign policies,
this paper intends to construe the foreigir policy making with the theory of needs hierarchy and scrutinize
whether this theory of needs hierarchy devised by Abraham Maslow is applicable on the state level and how the

needs influence “ corporate man”, or “state” .

Multilateralism: In Light of “Com prehensive Analytical Model” by Zhao Zongfeng
Multilateralism is the interactive form and institutional structure adopted in international relations of more than
three countries for the purpose of cooperation and the achievement of certain goals. Although institution con-
stitutes to certain degree the core of multilateralism, it is not its only logic. There are varied properties em-
braced in the concept of multilateralism and studies from different dimensions are called for. In light of the
“ comprehensive analytical model”, three layers of logic are revealed: multilateralism as means, multilateralism
as institution, and multilateralism as value. In other words, multilateralism is the unity of means, institution

and value.

Countries and Regions
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The Transformation of PSD in Rom ania and Its Future Prospect by  Huo Shuhong
Romanian Social Democratic Party (PSD)is the party which evolved gradually on the basis of the Democratic
National Salvation Front. As the communist successor party, PSD shows distinctive features: Although the
party claims that it is Romanian communist successor, it does not inherit the latter s organizational system; It
moves slowly politically in the transformation into a social democratic party ; It has held the balance for a long
time after the dramatical transformation of Romania politics and no other party can take its place during the
transformation of national economy and political transformation. These characteristics in the development and

transformation of PSD are the result of the workings of history and reality and internal and external factors.

Said s Thoughts and Palestinian N ationalism by LiYi
Edward Said came forward and plunged into the Palestinian liberation struggle in a specified period of history
when the political power and cultural identity of the Middle East were submerged. Said s understanding of Pal-
estinian nationalism is filled with contradictions. He was unequivocally opposed to nationalism in theory, but
in practical political activities, his strong and sincere feeling for the Middle East and his national identity deter
mine the trend of his national emotions. After studying Said's thoughts in the context of Palestinian national-
ism, this paper will tap deeply into Said s sense of national crisis as well as the content of the struggle to arouse
the people so as to inspire greater understanding among the peaceloving people to support the Palestinian cause

of liberation.

Internet Diplomacy: A New Weapon of the United States Public Diplom acy by Tan Youzhi
Internet diplomacy has developed into a new weapon of the United States public diplomacy, and the U.S. gov-
ernment makes efforts to use internet diplomacy to influence and guide the public in foreign countries, im-
proveits diplomatic soft power while achieving its diplomatic hard goals, and to enhance U. S. national inter
ests by means of demonstrating its “ smart power”. However, unless the U.S. government seriously rethinks
and completely abandons its hegemonism and unilateralism, internet diplomacy will not be able to bring into

full play its ability for robust public diplomacy.
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